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( STATE OF ILLINOIS / 95709

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENGY
INTER ~ OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

December 15, 1971
Director William L. Blaser

C. E. Clark

ST. CLAIR COUNTY - Land Pollution Control
Sauget/Cauget and Company ———

This is in reference to your memorandum of December 1, 1971, regarding
complaints of a dump operated by Monsanto.

Very briefly, Monsanto owns or controls peoperty adjacent to the sub-
ject landfill which is covered to a depth of 20 feet or more with cinders
from the Union Electric generating station. For several years this has
been a depository for millions of gallons per year of various high strength
liquid wastes generated by the Company, as well as various exotic chemical
wasces from their laboratory. The operation is supervised by Sauget and
Company. 1 tried to stop or control this operation in 1967, but it was
iteken from my supervision and put under the “anitary Water Board. Ad-
dicional details are contained in the attached memorandum.

¢ince fauget and Company operated both sites, I combined them in ¢the
case I filed ageinst ‘auge: and Company. The Board did not take action
egainesc the Monsanto site, except to recuire that they provide a report on
the operetion. This wvae forwarded to the Agency before the deadline, and
was referred to the Land and Vater Divisions for comment. The attached
memo previously cited, is my reply. To the best of my knowledge, the
moter has not been referred back to the Board, nor received any ocher
cutention, except that an attempt =w2s made to bring the matter into che
Monsanro Verisnce hearing, =ith considerable protest from the Company.

ince a ruling has no: been made, I cannot evaluate the success of the
attempt,

The matter ics now (and has been since the date of my memo) =2t 2 point
beyond which ve cannot proceed without assiscance from the Board in re-
cuiring addition test vells, properly located znd installed. As far a:

I 2m concerned, I believe that thic case constitu~ez 2 flzgrant violation
of the Act with full knowledge of the perpetrators,and admitted in their
report, copy attached, ‘rith regard to the increase in phenol content in
the test wells, 1 am deeply disturbed that somz act{on has not been Zaken
eince my wmemorandum -o2s filed on July 20, 1971, zand have made numeroucs
inquiries o the Divicion of Lezzal “ervicec --1i*h no appzarent resul’s.

EVERY INTER-OFFICE LETTER SHOULD HAVE ONLY ONE SUBJECT.
ALL LETTERS TO BE SIGNED . .. NO SALUTATION OR COMPLIMENTARY CLOSING NECESSARY.
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-~ ( STATE OF ILLINOIS
T ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
i INTER -~ OF FICE CORRESPONDENCE

DATE: December 15, 1971

MEMO TO: Director William L. Blaser

FROM: C. E. Clark

SUBJECT: ST. CLAIR COUNTY - Land Pollucion Control

Saugei/5>auget and Company
Your serious consideration of this case and its implications are urgently
requested, since this involveé one of the most, if not the most producrcive
and heavily pumped aquifer in the State. It has been so seriously abused
throughout the Counry that it is questionable how much longer it will be
uceable, a point which we give serious consideration every time a landfill
is proposed in ihat area.
C. L., Clark, Manager
Division of Land Pollu:tion Control
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ENVIRONMENTAL F..LTECTIOK AGENCY

INTER - OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

December 15, 1971
Direceor Willizm 1. Rlnepor
C. E. Clark ¥

ST. CLAIR COUNTY - Land Poljution Control
Ssucet/aunet aad Company

This is in reference ro your memcrandum of December 1, 1971, regarding
complaints of a dump operated by Monsanto.

Very briefly, Monsen“o ooms or controls pcopercy adjaceat to the sub-
ject landfili which is covered “o a depth of 20 fee: or more t:ith cinders
from the Union Ylectric cene¢rating station. For several years this has
been a depository for millions of gallons per year of various high strength
liquid vastes generated by the Company, %% -1l ars various exc:ic chemical
wastes from their laboratory. The operarion is supervised by Rauret and
Company., I tried to stop or control this operation in 1967, but % vas
vzken from my supervicion and put under the “2aitary Vater “oa*d Ad-
dicional details are contained in the sttachecd =emorandun.

tince augei and Compcny operated borh cizec, I combined them in the
case I filed againcc fauget and Company. The Eoard did not take action
ezzinsu the Moneance si-e, ex~epr to veruirs that they provide a romart ca
che operacion. This vas for-rerded to the Agency bafore the deadline, and
was referred to the lLand and Vater Divicionc for commenz. The attached
memo previously cited, i~ my reply. To the btect of my kne-led-e, the

matier has ;mot been rcferred back o the Toorrd, nor receiv:id zny och:r
cttention, except thai an attempt vas made to bring the astter into :he
Moansanto Variaznce hearinz, --ith considerzble protest from the Cornany.

“ince a ruling ha: no: beeon made, I cannot craluste the cuccests of the
actempt.

The matrter is now (and has been since rhe date of ry memo) 2t 2 point
beyond which we zanno: proceed wvrithour assiszzance from <he Toard i= vo-
cuiring addizion tes% srells, properly locazed znd installed. M- far
I em concerned, I believe that this case constivre: & flza~rent violation .
of the Act vith full knowledge of the perpetrarnrs,and r~dmitted {n thois
report, copy attached, '-ith regard to the ircrecase in phenol ccatent 4n
the test wells. 1 am deeply disturbed that som az:ion has not beena taken
cinte my memorandum -tas €1l2d on July 2C, 1071, ~ad have made mumerous
insuiries 5 *ho Divwirinn of Letsl “ervices 4h no apparent rerul-s,
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